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JACOBI BERNARDI Philof. 
Dod. Art. Liber. Mag. & Eccle- 
fie Gallo-Belg. Paftoris ORA- 
TIO INAUGURALIS de PHI- 
LOSOPHI Utilitate, ejufq; ad 
cxteras Difciplinas comparandas 
neceflitate. Habita in Auditorio 
Majori, pridie Calendas Martias 
MDCCXIEI. Quum Philofophiz 
& Mathefeos Profeffionem fuf- 
ciperet. Lugduni. Batavorum, 


ex Officina lLuchtmanniana. 
1712. 


That is, A DISCOURS E, fhewing 
theUfefulne/s of PHILOSOPHY, and 
how necefJary it is in order to learn other 
Sciences, pronounced at Leyden the 
XXTXth of February MDCCXII. 
By JAMES BERNARD, Doéfor 
of Philofophy, Mafter’ of Arts, and 
Paftor of the Walloon Church, when 
be was admitted Profeffor of Philofe- 
phy and: Mathematicks. Leyden. 
1712. in gto. page. 46, Sold by 





J. Moetjens, and ©. Le Gene in 
the Strand, | 


ONE (fays the Author) but thofe, 
who have no Skill in any Sort of 


Learning, can deny that there is a 
great Affinity among all the Sciences. 
And therefore whoever defigns to be accoun- 
ted a Learned Man, ought not to be a per- 
fe& Scranger to any of them, whilft he 
wholly applies himfelf to one; at leaft if he 
has a Mind to follow the Steps of thofe, 
who have immortalized their Names in the 
Commonwealth of Learning, fuch as Salia- 
fius , Scaliger, Poffius, Grotius, and many 
others. There are Two Sorts of Sciences - 
Some are neceflary for themfelves ; and fome 
becaufe they make way for others. The- 


_ ology, Jurifprudence, and Phyfick, are Sci- 


ences of the firftClafs: Thofe who have ac- 
quired them, may reft fatisfy'’d, and need 
not go farther, The Learned Languages, 
and the Knowledge of Hiftory may be 
reckon’d in the Second Clafs , becaufe they 
are not, properly fpeaking, neceflary for 
themfelves, but for other Sciences, that can 
hardly be without them. 

Dr, Bernard is of Opinion, that Philoft- 
phy keeps, as it were , a Medium betvveen 
thofe Two Sorts of Sciences, becaufe it js 
both ufeful and —— , and becaufé a 
good Philofopher may eafily dive into all 
other Sciences, whereas no Men can make a 
confiderable Progrefs in any of them ‘with- 
out the Help of mee: By the Word 


Philos 
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Philofophy, the Author means all che Parts 
of that Science, viz Logick, Metaphyficks, 
Phyficks, Marhematicks, and Morals. 

Our Author makes Two previous Obfer- 
vations, before he proceeds to fhew the 
Ufefulnefs of the feveral Branches of Phi- 
lofophy. 1. He obferves, that the moft 
Excellent Men among the Heathens were 
alfo great Philofophers, fuch as Thales, So- 
crates , Plato, Ariftotle, Zeno, Varre, Cicero, 
Seneca, and even Julius Cafar, as it appears 
from his Writings, and the ufeful Machines 
invented by him. Dr. Bernard adds, that 
the Heathen Philofophers preferved Natural 
Religion, and prevented its total ExtinGtion. 
For whilft the Heathen Priefts made it their 
Bufinefs to propagate a fhameful Polytheifm, 
and a horridIdolatry ; whilft they placed the 
Worhhip of theGods in abfurd and execrable 
Ceremonies ; none but the Philofophers af- 
ferted the Unity of God, and made his true 
Worhhip to confift in the Praftice of Virtue. 
The Author does not pretend to affirm, that 
the Do&trine of thofe Philofophers concern- 
ing the Nature of God, or their Precepts 
seene to Virtue, were abfolutely perfec ; 
but ( fays he ) they contained at leaft fome 
Remains of Natural Religion; whereas the 
Religion of the Priefts, and of the common 
People, had nothing in it that was found 
and Praife-worthy ; every Part of it was 
horrid and abominable. 2. The Second 
previous Obfervation is, that Philofophy 
muft needs be a very ufeful Science, fince 
there is no Univerfiry or Academy all over 
Europe without one or more Profeffors ap- 
pointed to teach it, and fince no body is ad- 
mitted into any other Science without gt. 
ving fome Proofs of the Progrefs he has 
made in the Study of Philofophy. 


I. After thefe Obfervations, the Author 
undertakes to fet forth the Ufefulnefs of 
Logick in the following Manner. None 
( fayshe ) will deny the Advantages arifing 
from it, but thofe who are not fenfible of 
the profound Ignorance of Mankind ; of the 
Prejudices of Infancy and Education; and 
that Men are naturally unqua'ified to find 
out Truth, and to teach it when.-it has been 
difcoverd. Logick enables us ro diftin- 
guith confufed , fimple , and: complex Ideas 
from thofe that are difting, compounded, 
and incomplex: It teaches us to reduce 
them to certain general Claffes, and to di- 
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fpofe them in fuch an Order, that we may 
eafily find them upon Occafion. It contains 
feveral ufeful Rules,whereby we may diftin. 
ifh what is true, certain, and perfpicuous, 
rom thofe things that are falfe, uncertain, 
and obfcure. 

But the moft ufeful Precepts of Logick 
are thofe that concern the Method both Ana. 
lytick and Synthetick. Here our Author 
re what a vaft Difference there is be- 
tween a Book written in a Methodical way, 
and a Book compofed without any Regard 
to this Part of Logick. If an Alscher ttays 
he } who negle&ts the Rules of a right Me. 
thod, obferves any Order in his Writings, 
it will be either arbitrary, or nottaken from 
the Nature of the Subje& , or like that of 
the Schoolmen, who reduce every thing to 
Matter, and Form, and to the efficient and final 
Caufes, &c. Hence it is thac they feldom 
tell us any thing, but what is trivial and 
known to every body, and that they pafs 
over in Silence what 1s moft proper to be 
obferved, becaufe perhaps they could not 
eafily bring it under their common Places. 
Dr. Bernard doesnot deny, that the Method 
of the Schoolmen may be ufed in fome 
Dogmatical Books ; nor does he find Fault 
with fome ufeful Works, that are written 
in that way. He only affirms, that there 
are feveral Subje&ts, which cannot be treated 
of according to the Method of the School- 
men, but according to the Rules of tive 
Logick. The Author does not very much 
enlarge upon this Part of Philofophy, be- 
caufe he has done it upon another Occafion. 


IT. One may very well doubt (fays Dr. 
Bernard) whether Metaphyficks are not 
more dangerous than ufeful ; for the ab- 
ftrafted Notions of chat Part of Philofoph; 
being generally arbitrary, ‘tis to be feared 
that thofe who are too fond of them, will 
bring forth nothing but what is abfurd and 
monftrous, The impious Do&trine of Spi- 
nofa, who has got fo many Followers, feems 
to proceed from thofe abftra&ted and arbitra- 
ry Ideas. Metaphyficks ought therefore to 
be treated with great Prudence and Caution ; 
and then a wife Man will reap no fmall Ad- 
vantage from them. For it is highly necef- 
fary to confider general Ideas, as being the 


moft fimple, before we proceed to thofe 
that are more particular, and more com- 
pounded : Nor is it lefs neceflary to sla 
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: general Principles ready at Hand, 
— which we adel feveral Confe- 

uences, when there is Occafion for _it. 

efides , the Sciences cannot be well impro- 
ved without abftra&ted Notions, Can any 
one dive into the Nature of Human Souls, 
unlefs he diftinguifhes the Underftanding 
from the Will by an Abftraction, tho’ thofe 
Two Faculties are not really difting from 
one another, or from the Soul it felf? How 
comes it that Philofophers have been fo long 
in the dark about Opticks, but becaufe they 
did not diftinguifh Motion from its Deter- 
mination , tho’ properly {peaking thofe Pwo 
Things are but one and the fame, fince ‘tis 
impoffible that a Body fhould move without 
a certain Determination? 


The Author proceeds to thew the Uf- 
fulnefs of the Second Part of Metaphyficks, 
call’d Pneumatology, which concerns God, 
Human Souls, and Angels. None (fays he) 
can deny the Advantages arifing from ir, 
without afferting at the fame time, that ic 
is an infignificant thing to know our Maker, 
and the Nobleft Part of our Being. Is ita 
thing of fmall Moment to prove the Ex. 
iftence of God by undeniable Arguments, 
and to confute the Objeétions and Cavils of 
fo many Atheifts ? Is ic a thing of {mall 
Moment to know the Intelle&tual and Moral 
Perfettions of the Supreme Being ? Is it a 
thing of {mall Moment to enquire into the 
Nature of our Souls, in order to make a 
right Ufe of theic Faculties, and to have a 
juft Notion of their narrow Capacity, that 
we may not pretend to dive into thofe things 
that are above our Reach? Is ica thing of 
{mall Moment to know , that the Soul does 
not die with the Body, which we can never 
prove without the Help of Revelation, ua- 
lefs we fhew that the Soul and the Body are 
Two diftin& Subftances ? I fhall occafional- 
Jy obferve, that of all the Authors who have 
undertaken to prove. the Immateriality of 
the Soul by Philofophical Arguments, none, 
in my Opinion, can be compared to Dr. 
Clarke, whofe Performance has been highly 
efteemed by all thofe,who are able to judge 
of the Aurhor’s Merit. I wonder that Ex- 
cellent Work has not been tranflated into 
French for the Benefit of Foreigners. 

As for what concerns Angels, Dr. Bernard 
owns that Pneumatology teaches us only the 
Poflibility and great Probability of their 
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Exiftence : But their Nature is little known 
to us by the Light of Reafon. 

Our Pneumatology appears very imper- 
fe& to the Author; and he is apt to believe 
the Chriftian Philofophers have taken feveral 
Notions from Revelation, without being 
fenfible of it, for which they think they are 
indebted to Reafon. At. felicem errerem ! 
(fays our Author ) cum ex fonte tam puro, nil 
nif purum hauriri pogit He adds, that thofe 
few things, which Pieumatology has deri- 
ved from Reafon , are of great Ui to Reli- 
gion. For (fays he) tho we ought to believe 
Myfteries upon the bare Authority of God ; 
yet it cannot be denied, that a Man endow- 
ed with rational Faculties muft needs be 
well pleafed to find Revealed Truths con- 
firmed by the Light of Reafon. 


The Account of this Fudicions Difcourfe will 
be continued, 





Il. 


DISSERTATIONS HISTO- 
RIQUES ET GEOGRA- 
FIQUES fur I état de I’ anci- 
enne Gaule: Oul’on decouvre 
la veritable afliete de plufieurs li- 
eux, pays, & peuples inconnus 
jufqu’ a prefent dépuis divers fie- 
cles. A Avignon , chez Francois 
Sebaftien Offray, Imprimeur & 
Marchend libraire , a la place 
Saint Didier. 1712. 


That is, HISTORICAL AND GEO- 
GRAPHICAL DISSERTATIONS 
concerning the ancient State of Gaul, 
Soewing the true Situation of many 
Places, Countries, and Nations, that 
have been unknown till this prefent 
time. Avignon. 1712. In 120. 


Page. 78. 


T HE % Difcoveries concerning the An- 
cient State of Gaul, which make the 
Subje& of thefe Daffertations , had been al- 





% This Extra is caken from the Journal 
des Scavans. iy 
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ready publified, as i¢ appesrs from the Ad- 
vertifement prefixed to this fmall Piece. 
But the Author, not having fofficiently me- 
ditated upon them, put them out in fuch a 
Confufion, that they were generally flighted 
like fo many chimerical Notions, except by 
fome Learned Men, who gave themfelves 


the Trouble of diving into the Senfe of the — 


Auther. That Gentleman being difcou- 
raged by fuch an ill Succefs, refolved to lay 
that Work afide 3 and his Writings ran the 
Hazard of lying buried in their Obfcurity, 
had noc an officious Friend taken upon him, 
in concert with the Author, to reform and 
publifh them in a new Method. Now there- 
fore (fays the Editor) let che Learned de- 
cide: As for the Ignorant, we except a- 
gainft them ; and they muft hold their 
Tongue. Canent eigni, tacebunt graculi. 

This Colle&tion contains three Differtati- 
ons. The firft fhews which way the Helve- 
eri dire€ted their March, when they left cheir 
Countrey, to go and fettle elfewhere. The 
Author has prefixed to it the Hiftory of 
cheir Migration , as it is to be found in Ce- 
far's Commentaries, and of the War where- 
in that General was engaged with them, In 
the fecond Diffectation , the Author endea- 
vours to prove that Autun is not Auguffoda- 
num Adaorum, and chat this laft City lay to- 
wards the Frontiers of Gadia Belgica, at a 
great Diftance from Autun. Laftly, he fhews 
in the third Diflertation, that Vercingentorix 
King of the Arverni was defeated upon the 
Frontiers of the Lingones of Gevandan and 
of the Diocefe of Ufez , and not towards 
Langres. 

The Refule of thofe three Differtations, 
is, t. That Alefa is not Alife in Burgundy, 
but dies the chief Town of the Covennes in 
Languedoc. 2 That Bibrafe is not the City 
of Autun, but Fieide-Brieude uponthe Adier, 
now in Auvergne. 3. That Gergevia is not 
Clermont, but denotes two different Places ; 
the one fituated in the Countrey of the Boii, 
now Gergoie near Clermont; the other, in 4u- 
vergne, now call’d Mont de Gefar, in the 
Neighbourhood of Vieide-Brieude. 4, That 
Mandabi: is the Countrey of Mende, and not 
the Duemois. 5. That dui fignifies the In- 
habitants of Lyons , and not thofe of Autun. 
6. That Segufani is not the Lyonnoi, but Bu- 
gcy, and -part-of Prefer. 7. That the Ambar. 
ri do not belong to the Chalonno, nor to the 
Chareles, but to the Canton of Amberrien, 


or to that of Amblerieu. 8. Thiat ingen; 
is taken fometimes for Langres , and ‘fome. 
times for the Countrey of Lang? wre. 9. That 
the Sequani inhabited not only Féranche Comte, 
but alfo Alface, part of Burgrmdy, and the 
lower Diocefe of Ufex. 10. Thar the Word 
Santones denotes Saintes in S.aintonze, and 
Saintes near the Pyrenean Mountains. 1 r.That- 
Genabum is always Giew upon the Loire , and 
never Orleans. 12. That the Word Rhenus, 

which moft times fignifies. the Rhine, is 

fometimes taken for Part cif the Swone, and 

that the Inhabitants of the Countrey thro’ 

which that River runs, are fometimes cal]’d 

Germani, &c. The Readexs may eafily per. 

ceive, that chefe Obfervations make a great 

Alteration in our Maps of ancient Gaul. 

Let us come to Particula)’s, and fee the Rea. 

fons on which moft of thofe ‘Geographical 

Paradoxes are grounded. 


I. ’Tis impoffible to know -exa@ly which 
Way the Helverii dire&ted their March, when 
they forfook their own Countrey , to look 
for a new Settlement elfewhere , unlefs we 
are firft agreed about the Place , which was 
to be the further end of their Journey. Ca- 
far does not forget to inform tis of it, by 
faying that the Helveti: defigned to invade 
the Countrey of the Santones. It has been 
hitherto a common Opinion, ‘that thefe San- 
tones were thofe of Sajntes in Saintonge, along 
the Shore of the Ocean, on this Side of the 
Garonne, in Gallia Celtica. But what Cezfar 
fays of them plainly fhews , that rhey were 
altogether different from the Saintongeoi’s. 
He obferves that thofe Santones did not live 
far from Touloufe , ( qui non longé a Tolofatium 
finibus abfant, ) ~which made’ him afraid that 
the Helvetii, being fettled in their Countrey, 
would make Excurfions upon the Territory 
of the Tolofates , which confifted of large 
Plains very fruitful in Corn. But Saintonge 
was then, as itis now , feparated from Tou- 
loufe by Perigord, ( Petrocorii, ) Querty, ( Ca- 
durci,) and other Countries , through the 
Space of Fifty Leagues. Another Proof, 
whereby it appears that there were Santones 
different from the Saintongeois, is grounded 
upon a Paflage of Serato. That ancient Ge- 
ographer tells us, that 4gripps caufed a Mi- 
litary Way to be made ‘fom Lyons to the 
Santones Of Aquitania, through the Cemneni- 
an Fills. ; fo he calls a Ridge of Mountains, 
that reaches from Lyons to the Pyrenees. pe 

that 
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that Way does not lead to Saintonge. -Be- 


fides , Diofcorides , ( as we find in Valefius’s 
Notitia Gallisrum, ) mentions the Saxtenes of 


he Alps : Which ought tobe underftood of 
the veal or other Mountains, (fays Yale- 
Gus,) becaufe Strabo includes them in feveral 
Places, under the general Name of Alps. 
The Author adds that if we confider , that 
the Helverii went to the Banks of the Rhone 
near Geneva, that they atcempted to go 
twice over that River , and to crofs Gaia 
Narbonenfis ; it will appear that they defign- 
ed to go towards Touloufe and not into Sain- 
tonge. Befides, Cafar {eems to make a Di- 
ftinétion between the Santones bordering up- 
on Touleufe,; and thofe of the Ocean , whom 
he calls Santeneor Santoni. Naves (fays he) 
quas ex Santonis, Pittonibus , &c. whereas 
{peaking of the others , he fays in Santonum 
fines. But what feems to prove undeniably 
the Author’s Opinion, is, that he happily 
difcovers fome Veftiges of thofe Santones.in 
that very part of Gaw/ where he defigns ro 
place them. For, towards the Diocefe 
of Conferans he finds two Places call'd San. 
tenac, and another named Santen , and about 
five or fix Leagues from Toulouse, near St. 
Sulpice upon the Lexe , a Countrey Church 
known by the Name of Saintes. The Au- 
thor concludes from all thofe Arguments, 
that che Helverii fet out from Geneva for the 
Pyrenean Mountains, and not for Saintonge. 
Which being fuppofed, ic muft be granted 
that the Helverid were defeated between Ge. 
neva and Touloufe. But this could not be, if 
we follow the common Opinion. The He/- 
vetii (according to that Opinion) come out 
of their Countrey through the Place call'd 
le Pas de V'Eclufe , and arrive at the Saone, 
where they make great Devaftations in the 
Countrey of the £dui and <Ambarri, who 
are thought to be thofe of utun and Charo. 
lois. Afterwards they. fet out from the 
Countrey of sutun: Cefar follows them 
without defigning’ to come to an Engage. 
ment, but only to prevént their Devaitati- 
ons ; and after Fifteen Days March , which 
eps twenty five or thirty Leagues, 
both Armies happen to be about four or five 
Leagues from Bibraéte, which is.dutun as 
we are told, that is, they happen to be al- 
moft in the fame Place from whence they 
fet out. According to this Syftem, they are 
only fix or feven Leagues from the Saone : 
And yet Oefar complains that the Enemies , 
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whom he purfues, being at a 
from chat . 


P57 
great Diftance 
iver, he cannot make ule of the 


Corn ‘brought that Way ; that he can get 


none, even for Money, from the Countrey 
where he is, that is, from the middle of 
Burgundy, a Province fo plentiful in Corn ; 
and that the Inhabitants of Astun fail him 
in time of Need, the Enemy being fo neac. 
But if it be true (fays the Author) that the 
Helvetit were then towards dutuu, they could 
not threaten the RomanProvince, for whicit 
Cefar was chiefly concerned ; and therefore 
fince thofe of Autumn, who refufed him Pro- 
vifions, were only in danger ,. what Realon 
could he have toremain in a Polt fo inconve- 
nient to him ? Laftly , the Helvetii being 
beaten in that very Place, retire tothe Lin- 
gones, or thofe of Langres, (according to the 
common Opinion,) and arrive there on the 
fourth Day. Cefar, who halred three Days 
to take care of the Wounded and co bury the 
Dead, writ a Letter to the Lingones forbid - 
ding them to furnith the Helwetii with any 
Provifions ; whereupon the latter found 
themfelves obliged to furrender at: Difcreti- 
on. But (¢ fays.the Author ) if the Helvet:i 
advanced as far as Langres , what could hin. 
der them from removing into Champagne or 
Franche Comte, or even towards Para, with- 
out furrendring themfelves fhamefully to 
Cafar,fince they were got four Days Journey 
before him ? 

The Author pretends that all thofe Ab- 
furdities may be avoided by the new Way 
he has thought of, The Helvetii (fays he ). 
not being able to crofs the Rhene , in order 
to go to the -Pyrenean Mountains, and not 
into Saintonge, file off through the narrow 
Paflage of L’Eclufe, and get to the Saome, 
where they plunder'd the @du:, the Ambar- 
ri, and the Adobroges ,, who had fome Terri- 
tories on this Side of the Rhone. - Cafar was 
then in the Countrey of the Segufani ; and 
the 4dui reprefented to him chat he fhould 
not fuffer their Countrey to be ranfanckt.in 
the Sight of a Roman Apmy. But the Segu- 
fani (continues the Author ) inhabited the 
Banks of the Rhone from Bugey to the. new 
Town of Lyons; for (accosding toCa/ar.) 
they bordered upon the Roman ;Provinge, 
ad were the fich Nation to be met with 
on the other fide of the Rhone. The 4adui, 


mentioned here, lived therefore inthe Neigh- 
bourhood of Lyons , and confequently very 
far from Awtun; From whence it anewre 

that 
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that the Ambarri inhabited the Centons of 
Ambleritu aad Amberrien, One of which lies 
in the ‘Principality of Dombes, and the o- 
ther on this Side of the Saone ; which feems 
to be confirmed by the Refemblance of the 
Names. The Author fhews that the Me- 
tropolis of the 4dui was the ancient ms of 
Lyons built uporthe Hill, and different from 
the new City firuated where the Rhone and 
the Saone meet together. We refer the Rea- 
ders to the Differtations for the Proofs. The 
Helverii having plunder’d thofe feveral Coun- 
tries, could go no other way to the Santones 
of the Pyrenees, than over the Mountains 
where was the above-mentioned Road that 
was made by Agrippa. Cafar, who followed 
them that Way, might very well complain 
of the Scarcity of Provifions , fince he re- 
moved from the Saowe , by which they were 
conveyed, and could get none inthe Moun- 
tains, where Harveft is more backward. Af- 
ter he had followed them for the Space of a 
Fortnight, being about four or five Leagues 
from Bibraffe, he leaves the Helvetii, who 
fillupon his Rear, and are entirely defea- 
ted. 
The Author Places Bitraffe at Vieille. 
Priende for fevera) Reafons : 1. Becaufe he 
fuppofes that Bibrafe is a Corruption of Bri- 
vate, which he derives from briva, a Word 
uicd among the Ancient Gaw/s for a Bridge ; 
and becaufe a Bridge of one Arch 80 Paces 
long is to be {een at Vieie-Briende upon the 
Aller to this very Day: 2 Becaufe the Road 
from Lyons to Touloufe happens to be towards 
Langeac, about four or five Leagues from 
Vie: Le-Brieude ; which is exaétly the Diftance 
mentioned by Cefar, from the Place where 
he lefe the Helvetii to Bibrafe : 3. Becaufe 
the Diftance from Lyons to Vier De-Brieude a- 
grees with the March of the Two Armies 
tor the Space of a Fortnight. 4. Becaufe 
Gergovia in Auvergne ( d fferent from Gergo- 
vie of the Boii) was near Bibrafe, as Cefar 
himfelf witnefles ; and becaufe (according 
tothe Author) that City of Gergovia ftood 
wpon a very mat Mountain, now call'd 
Mont de Cafar, and only three Leagues diftane 


from Vicile.Brieude. Yhe Author infifts up- 


on this laft Proof, and endeavours to fet ic 
ima full Light: In the next Place , he en- 
quires into the Countrey of the Lingone:, 
where the Helvetii being defeated by Cefar 
etrived after four Days March. He believes 
chey went along the Road chat goes from 
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Auvergne into Languedoc, in which ftatds the 
City of Langogne , Lingonia; aod therefore 
he does not doubt but that the Helvetis fto 
in the Territory of that City, which ate 
ed as far as the Diocefe of Ufez, inhabited by 
the Sequani, and as far as that of Viviers, 
Helvii. That Countrey being plentiful in 
Corn, Cefar forbad the Lingones to give any 
Provifions to the Remnants of the Army of 
the Helvetii; by which means they were 
forced to furrender, and to return into their 
own Countrey by the way of Geneva, 


II. The Author having endeavoured to 
prove in the firft Differtation, that Autun is 
not Bibra&e, undertakes to fhew in the Se. 
cond, that it is not Auguffodunum 4duorum. 
Here follow the beft Reatons he alledges for 
it. 4. The Orator Ewmenius being lent 
from Auguftodunum to Conftantin, who was 
at Triers, fhewing that Prince what Diffe-. 
rence there was between the Territories of 
Auguftodunum and Troye, obferves, that thofe 
Two Cities were near one another ; which 
cannot be faid of Autun , fince it is divided 
from Treye by the Diocefe of Sens, and the 
Sequani fetrled about the Spring of the Seine. 
2. The Emperor Julian , as we read in Am- 
mianus Marcellinus, being in Winter Quar- 
ters at Vienne in Dauphine, was informed by 
a Report that went about, that Auguffodunim 
was clofely befieged by a People bordering 
upon the Rhine; which (fays che Author ) 
does not agree with utun, becaufe that Ci- 
ty isbut 25 or 3> Leagues diftant from Vien- 
ne, and confequently Ful:an might bave had 
more certain News from thence. 3. Tacitus 
{peaking of a Rebellion of the Gauls under 
Tiberius, places Auguftodunum upon the 
Frontiers of the Celrz, who inhabited on 


_ this Side of the Marne, towards the Borders 


of Gallia Belgica. The Author dares not 
decide any thing about the true Situation of 
Auguftcdunum. However, he conjectures 
that it might be Echelemont upon the Aube, 
near Arembecourt, which he takes to be Ari- 
brigus , a City mentioned by the Orator Es- 
menius, who fays it ftood in the Neighbour- 
hood of Augu/tedunum. 


Ill. The laft Differtation is divided into 
Four Se&tions. The Author fhews in the 
Firlt, that Vercingentorix was defeated by 
Cafar, not near the Spring of the Seine, 48 
it is believed by thofe who take Alefa 
Auijes 
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tn the upper Part of the Diocefe 
UE in ventas, inhabited by. the 
of Cafar's 
the Second 
Seftion is to prove, that Alefa, a City of 


Sines 
Ulex nea é 
amen mentioned in the Paffa 


Commentaries. The Defign o 


Mandubii, is not Alife, but Ales, the 
chief Town of the Cevennes, In the Third, 
the Author takes notice of feveral Mittakes 
concerning the Sequani, and maintains that 
Cefer did not march towards the Sequani of 
Franché Comte, in order to relieve the Roman 
Province threatned by the Troops of Vercin- 
gentorix, but towards thofe who lived in the 
Lower Languedoc in the Diocefe of Ufez. 
Laftly , the Author endeavours to prove in 
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the laft Section, that Befancon, in Cefar’s 
Time, was not the Metropolis of the Se- 
quani, and that it was Autun. We are con- 
tented to: point out the different SubjeAs 
treated of in this Third Differtation ; and 
we think we ought not to dwell upon them, 
not only becaufé a particular Acconnt of 
thofe Difcoveries would carry us tou far, 
but becaufe the Learned have been fuffici- 
ently informed of them by feveral Pieces, 
which the Author has publifhed upon that 
Subje&, and which are only reprinted here 
in a better Method, to make the Trath of 
them more fenftble to the Readers, 





PARIS. 


T HiE Abbot Boileau has put out a 
New Edition of Ratramnus'’s Book, De 
Corpore G Sanguine Domini , illuftrated with 
Notes ; to which he has added an Anfwer to 
that Pare of Father Hardouin’s Diflertation 
De Sacramento Altaris, publifh’d in the Year 
1699. wherein that Jefuit accufes Ratram- 
nus of being the Firft Author of the Calvi. 
niflick Do&trine concerning the Eucharift. 


De Corpore & Sanguine Domini Liber, Ra- 
sramno feu Bertramo, Preslytere, Monacho Abba- 
tie Corbeienfis affertus, & 
aut Herefis Calviniana imventione aut fufpicione 
windicatus: ad amicam, boneflam, 
riam confutationem Differtationis R. P. Foannis 
Harduini, Societatis Nominis Jefu , De Sacra- 
mento Altaris: in qua relifo propofito de tuen- 


da Epiftela Sani Foannis Chryfofiomi ad Cefa- 


rium Monachum, Audtorem diti libri de Corpore 
OG Sanguine Domini , a pagina 165. ad 193. 
invent a ac defenfd primulim Herefis Calviniane 
crimine accufavit, anne 1699. Paris. 1712 
in 120. pagg. 276. befides a Preface. 


The Abbot Boileau has prefixed to this 
Volume a Preface of 66 Pages, wherein he 
gives an Account of Retramnus's Book, and 
mentions the Reafons that moved him to 
publith a new Edition of it. Ratramnus 
compofed that Work by order of the Em- 
peror Charles the Bald, and his Book made 

no great Noife afterwards, Nay, when the 


ab omni novitatis 


littera- - 


Difputes, raifed by Berengarius about the 
Eucharift, were in their Height,Ratramnus's 
Book was not quoted by the Berengarians, 
nor by their Adverfaries. Thofe , who 
mentioned that Book fince, are only an 
Anonymous Writer, Sigebert, Trithemius, 
and Dr. Fifser, Bithop of Rochefter, in the 
Preface to his Fourth Book concerning the 
Eucharift. Ratramnas's Book was printed the 
firft Time at Cologne. The Proteftants look’d 
upon it as a Work, that favoured their Do- 
&trine ; and the Roman Catholicks, without 
giving themfelves the Trouble of examining 
that Book, ( fo fays the Editor, ) had the 
fame Notion of it. Jt was therefore put in- 
to the Index Expurgatorius among prohibited 
Books inthe Year issp. Sixtus Senenfir in 
the Preface of his Biblistheca, printed in 
1566, alcribes it to Occolampadius, and calis 
it a pernicious Book, Many Famous Wri- 
ters of the Church of Rome, mentioned by — 
the Abbot, and Cardinal du Perron among 
others, had not a betrer Opinion of it; 
which the Abbot imputes to the French 
Tranflations of that Book publith’d by the 
Protettants. However the Louvain Divines 
entertained a better Opinion of that Work 
in the Year 1571. but it was not minded. 
James de Saint Beuve, Profeflor of the Ser- 
bonne, hada better Succefs. He usndertook, : 
in 1655. to vindicate Retramnu:'s Book, and . 
to remove the Difficulties contained in it. 
Some Learned Men began then to doube . 
whether it was written by Retramnus. M. 


de Marca alcribed it to Fesnmes Seatus Erigena i 
° an 
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and Father Paris, aregular Canon of Saint 
Geneviewe, maintained that Conjecture in 
Two Pieces publifhed by him: Only with 
this Difference, that M. de Marca charged 
Fobn Scot with fathering his own Work upon 
Ratramnus, who lived im the fame Age ; 
whereas Father Paris believed that Berenga- 
rius and his Followers were more like to be 
guilty of fuch an Impofture. The Abbot 
Boileau finds. fo great a Difference in the 
Style and Method between the Works of 
‘tobm Scot, and the Book in Queftion, that 
he does not {cruple to fay, that a Man muft 
have loft his Senfes to afcribe it to Fobnm Scot. 
Befides, the Manufcript from which this 
New Edition has-been printed, which is 
Fight Hundred Years old’, according to Fa- 
cher Mabilon; bears the Name of Ratramuu:, 
as well as feveral other Manufcripts much 
of the fame Antiquity, which Father Ma- 
billon faw. Any one (fays the Editor) who 
confiders, that in the very time’of Charles 
the Bald the Book concerning the Body and 
Blood of the Lord had Ratramaus’s Name pre- 
fixed to it, muft needs own that John Scot 
cannot be the Author of ir. 
The Abbot proceeds. to the Doftrine 
contained in that Book, and undertakes to 
* prove, that it is not contrary.to that of the 
Church of Rome, becaufe (fayshe) Rairam- 
nus defigned only to fhew, that there is a 
Myftery and a Figure in the Eucharift, and 
that the External Appearances are not the 
Body of Chrift, which was the Opinion of 
fome Orthodox Divines. The Proteftants 
will by no means. approve this Senfe put 
upon Raetramnas; nor is it likely that thofe 
Roman Catholick Divines, who charge him 
with Herefy, will have a better Opinion of 
him, when they have read the Abbot’s Vin- 
dication of that Author. 

This New Editionis divided intoArticles, 
and attended with large Notes and various 
Readings. The Editor has inferted, next to 
his Notes, his Anfwer to the Remarks of 
Father Hardowin , wherein that Jefuit under- 
coos-to prove that Ratramnus’s Book is full 
of Esrors, and confequently to confute the 
Abbot Roileau, who endeavoured ‘to juftify 
that Work in his French Tranflation pub. 
lifa’d in the Year 1686. 

AN Author is preparing for the Prefs a 
general Hiftory of the Church written in 


M ay 
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French. Ye begins where the Hiftory of the 
Bible ends, viz. with St. Paul's Imprifon. 
ment at Rome, under the Empire of Nero, 
and reaches as far as the Detention of Cardi. 
nal de Tournon, Legate of the Holy See, who 
has been imprifoned in China by another Em. 
peror, who is alfo an Infidel. That Work is 
not.a mere Colleétion of Memoirs, that may 
ferve to write a Hiftory; nor a Mixture of 
Narrations and critical Obfervations ; nor 
is it made up of Differtations. upon’ thofe 
Points. that are controverted among the 
Learned, or upon fome fele& Paflages of 
Ecclefiaftical Hiftory. It isa full and con- 
tinued) Account of the moft importante 
Tranfactions in the Church from the begin. 
ning of itto this prefent Time. ‘‘ There 
‘is nothing in it defcribed fuperficially, 
** (faysthe Author,) all the principal Faéts 
“ are plainly related, and with great Accu- 
racy and Impartiality. I quote the moft 
authentick Monuments ; and in the three 
laft Centuries, I have inferted at large the 
A&s of the general Councils of P/fa, 
Conftance, Bafil, Florence, Lateran, and Trent ; 
the Canons relating to the Do€trine and 
‘“ Difcipline ; the Letcers and Conftiturions 
of the Pores, and all other authentick Pie- 
“ ces concerning the Weftern Schifm, the 
‘* Opinions of Wickliffe, Fohm Hus , Luther,’ 
Zuinglins, and Calvin, the Errors of Bai. 
us, the Congregations de Auxiliz, the 
Difputes about the Books of Fanfenius, ree 
laxed Morality, the Ceremonies relating 
to Confucivs, Quietifm, the Controverfies 
“ of the Proteftants either among themfelves 
“ or with the Catholicks”. ‘The Author 
does alfo very much enlarge upon ever 
Thing that concerns the Propagation of Pait 
in the Eaft and Weft Indies: He carefully 
fhews the Succeflion of the Popes, Empe- 
rors, and Kings of France; and gives'an Ac+ 
count of the Martyrs, Anachorets, Fathers, 
Ecclefiaftical Writers, the moft' celebrated 
Bifhops, Miffionaries , Founders of Religi- 
ous Orders, and all other Perfons who have 
been concerned in the Tranfa&tions of the 
Church. The XVth Century will make up 
two Volumes in 4to of Six hundred Pages, 
and of a middle Print; The XVIth, Three 
Volumes ; The XVIJIth, Fouror Five; and 


the whole Work about Twenty four or 
twenty five Volumes in 4to. 
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